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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 8 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hinchcliffe et al (U.S. Patent No. 4,614,198). Regarding claim 1 , 
Hinchcliffe teaches a process for connecting smoking article components comprising 
feeding a glued connecting sheet on a roller; feeding a cigarette/tip group on a grooved 
drum; transferring the connecting sheet to the cigarette/tip group such that the 
connecting sheet is arranged on the cigarette/tip group with two free ends; and rolling 
the cigarette/tip group to wrap the connecting sheet around the cigarette/tip group (Fig. 
1; column 46-63). Accordingly, claim 1 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 2, Hinchcliffe teaches a process for connecting smoking article 
components wherein the connecting sheet is transferred onto a junction point of the 
cigarette/tip group (column 1, lines 47-50). Accordingly, claim 2 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 4, Hinchcliffe fails to teach rotating the roller and the grooved 
drum such that a respective connecting sheet is successively transferred to a respective 
cigarette/tip group (column 3, lines 52-55). Accordingly, claim 4 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 6, Hinchcliffe teaches after transferring the connecting sheet to 
the cigarette/tip group, the process further comprises applying one of the two free ends 
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to the connecting sheet to the cigarette/tip group to form partially connected 
components (column 3, lines 11-15). Accordingly, claim 6 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 7, Hinchcliffe teaches one of the two free ends is the front free 
end viewed in a conveying direction of the cigarette/tip group (column 3, lines 18-24). 
Accordingly, claim 7 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 8, Hinchcliffe teaches the free end of the connecting sheet is 
applied by an application device (column 3, lines 32-42). Accordingly, claim 8 is 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 1 3, Hinchcliffe fails to teach the roller feeding a plurality of glued 
connecting sheets and the grooved drum feeding a plurality of cigarette/tip groups, and 
the connecting sheets and the cigarette/tip groups are joined at a same spacing. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention for the connecting sheets and the cigarette/tip groups to be joined at a same 
spacing to ensure that the groups are connected at the same way each and every time. 
Accordingly, claim 13 is rejected. 

Claims 17,19, 20, 22-24, and 29-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Korber (U.S. Patent No. 2,821 ,199). Regarding claim 17, Korber teaches 
a device for connecting smoking articles components comprising a roller structured and 
arranged to a feed glued connecting sheet (column 2, lines 16-19); a grooved drum 
structured and arranged to feed a structured and arranged to connect the connecting 
sheets to the cigarette/tip group in such a manner that the connecting sheet has two 
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free ends when connected to the cigarette/tip group (Figure 1). Accordingly, claim 17 is 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 19, Korber teaches a device for applying on of the two free ends 
of the connecting sheets to the cigarette/tip group to form partially connected 
components (column 3, lines 2-4). Accordingly, claim 19 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 20, Korber teaches the applying device is arranged to apply a 
first free end of the connecting sheet, when viewed in the conveying directing of said 
grooved drum (Figure 1; column 3, lines 10-17). Accordingly, claim 20 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 22, Korber teaches the applying device comprises at least a 
rotational body (Figure 1 reference number 13). Accordingly, claim 22 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 23, Korber teaches the applying device comprises at least one 
application element (Figure 1; column 3, lines 10-17). Accordingly, claim 23 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 24, Korber teaches the application element comprises a 
projection (Figure 1; column 3, lines 10-17). Accordingly, claim 24 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 29, the Examiner interprets that each groove is a rotating station 
at each folding member. As a result, Korber teaches that at least one rolling station 
located at wrap the connecting sheet around a junction point of the cigarette/tip group 
(Figure 1; column 3, lines 2-4; column 3, lines 10-17). Accordingly, claim 29 is rejected. 

Regarding claims 30 and 31, Korber teaches a machine of the tobacco 
processing industry comprising a device for connecting smoking articles components 
comprising a roller structured and arranged to a feed glued connecting sheet (column 2, 
lines 16-19); a grooved drum structured and arranged to feed a structured and arranged 



Application/Control Number: 10/665,485 Page 5 

Art Unit: 1731 

to connect the connecting sheets to the cigarette/tip group in such a manner that the 
connecting sheet has two free ends when connected to the cigarette/tip group where 
the machine is a filter tipping magazine (Figure 1; column 1, lines 15-16; column 1, lines 
30-34). Accordingly, claims 30 and 31 are rejected. 

Regarding claim 32, Korber teaches a process for connecting smoking article 
components comprising feeding glued connecting sheets on a roller (column 2, lines 16- 
18); feeding cigarette/tip groups on a grooved drum, wherein each cigarette/tip group 
has a longitudinal axis (column 1 , lines 52-56); and connecting the connecting sheets to 
the cigarette/tip groups without rotating the cigarette/tip groups about their longitudinal 
axes (Figure 1). Accordingly, claim 32 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 33, Korber teaches the connecting sheets are connected to the 
cigarette/tip groups in such a manner that the connected connecting sheets have two 
free ends (Figure 1). Accordingly, claim 33 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 34, Korber teaches the process further comprises applying the 
first free end of the two free ends, when viewed in the cigarette/tip group conveying 
direction to the cigarette/tip groups about their longitudinal axes, thereby forming 
partially connected components (Figure 1; column 3, lines 10-17). Accordingly, claim 
34 is rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Hinchcliffe et al, as applied in claim 1 above. Regarding claim 3, Hinchcliffe teaches a 

roller feeding a plurality of glued connecting sheets (column 4, lines 13-16) and a 

grooved drum feeding a plurality of cigarette/tip groups. Hinchcliff fails to teach that the 

plurality of glued connecting sheets is positioned with a defined spacing. However, it 

would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for 

the glued connecting sheets to be positioned with a defined spacing to allow for 

effective transfer of the connecting sheets to the cigarette/tip groups. Accordingly, claim 

3 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 5, Hinchcliffe fails to teach the connecting sheet is transferred to 
be located asymmetrically on the cigarette/tip group. However, it would have been 
obvious that the connecting sheet could be located asymmetrically or symmetrically on 
the cigarette/tip group as a matter of design choice and desired end result. Accordingly, 
claim 5 is rejected. 

Claims 18 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Korber, as applied in claim 17 above. Regarding claim 18, Korber teaches a 
device wherein said roller is structured and arranged to feed a plurality of connecting 
sheets. Korber fails to teach that the roller has a defined spacing. However, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for the 
roller to have defined spacing for the connecting sheets to ensure that when the 
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connecting sheets and the cigarette/tip groups meets two free ends will remain. 
Accordingly, claim 18 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 25, Korber teaches grooved drum comprises a plurality of seats, 
and application elements for the connection of the connecting sheets to the cigarette 
groups. Korber fails to teach that the application elements are spaced to correspond to 
a spacing between said plurality of seats during the connection of the connecting sheets 
to the cigarette groups. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art for the application elements to have the aforementioned spacing to ensure that 
effective connection of the connecting sheets to the cigarette groups occurs. 
Accordingly, claim 25 is rejected. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious under Korber, as 
applied to claim 17 above, and further in view of Bald (U.S. Patent No. 4,003,386). 
Korber fails to teach a transfer drum, wherein the applying device is located between 
said roller and said transfer drum relative to the conveying direction of said grooved 
drum. However, Bald teaches a transfer drum, wherein the applying device is located 
between said roller and said transfer drum relative to the conveying direction of said 
grooved drum (column 6, lines 10-12). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include a transfer drum as part of the device 
in order to provide for effective transference of the connected cigarette/tip group 
(column 6, lines 10-12). Accordingly, claim 21 is rejected. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
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Claims 9-12, 14-16, 26-28 and 35 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Double Patenting 

Claims 1 and 32 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-7, 12, 13 and 
27 of copending Application No. 10/382,491. Although the conflicting claims are not 
identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because in copending 
application 10/382,491 (hereinafter '491) the applicant teaches a process for connecting 
smoking article components, i.e. tobacco rods and filters, comprising feeding glued 
connecting sheets (claim 2 of '491) on a roller (suction) (claims 1,12 and 27 of '491); 
feeding cigarette/tip groups on a grooved drum (claim 3 of '491), wherein each 
cigarette/tip group has a longitudinal axis; and rolling the cigarette/tip group in order to 
wrap an unwrapped portion of the connecting sheets around the smoking components 
(claim 6 of '491). Copending application '491 also teaches connecting the connecting 
sheets to the cigarette/tip groups without rotating the cigarette/tip groups about their 
longitudinal axes (claim 27 of '491). The instant application fails to expressly teach that 
the connecting sheets partially connect the smoking article components. However, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
that connecting the connecting sheets to the cigarette/tip groups also encompasses 
partially connecting the smoking components. 
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Regarding claims 4 and 5 of application '491 , it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that as the connecting sheets are 
being connected to the cigarette/tip groups that the cigarette/tip groups include at least 
one joint formed between a tobacco rod and a filter, and the transferring comprises 
potentially wrapping at least one joint with at least one of the connecting sheets. 
Furthermore, it would have been obvious that because the cigarette/tip groups are not 
rotated about their longitudinal axes that they must be rolled so that the wrapping of the 
smoking components may be completed. 

Regarding claim 7 of application '491 , it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for the cigarette/tip groups to be at 
least partially inserted into a seat of a suction roller, otherwise the groups would fall out 
of the grooves of the drum as the drum rotates. 

Regarding claim 1 3 of application '491 , it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for the at least two suction vacuum 
borings to be switched off in a predetermined order so that the connecting sheets may 
be wrapped around the cigarette/tip groups. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carmen Lyles-lrving whose telephone number is (571) 
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272-2945. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8am- 
5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steve Griffin can be reached on 571-272-1 1 89. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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